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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being incomplete for 
omitting essential elements, such omission amounting to a gap between the elements. See MPEP 
§ 2172.01. The omitted elements are: the claims require "an information processing device". 
However, the claims appear to be all software elements. There is no hardware presented in the 
device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-12, 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims require "an information processing device". 
However, the claims appear to be all software elements. There is no hardware presented in the 
device. 

Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter, specially a software program. Software programs claimed as a set 
of instructions to be executed by a processor per se, i.e., the descriptions or expressions of the 
programs, are not physical "things," nor are they statutory processes, as they are not "acts" being 
performed. Such claimed software programs do not define any structural and functional 
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interrelationships between the software program and other claimed aspects of the invention 
which permit the computer program's functionality to be realized. In contrast, a claimed 
computer readable medium encoded with a computer program defines structural and functional 
interrelationships between the software program and the medium which permit the computer 
program's functionality to be realized, and is thus statutory. See MPEP §2106 Section IV.B.l(a). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621). 

Per claim 1, Nawaz teaches an information processing device for user selectably 
presenting information, comprising flow zone means (201) for displaying a flow zone (102) 
comprising flowing links (103) to respective information units, and information selection means 
(202) for presenting a selected information unit in response to a user selecting a link in the flow 
zone (fig. 3; col. 8, lines 34-47). 

Per claim 2, Nawaz teaches a device as defined in claim 1 ,the flow zone means 
comprising user operable flow control means (203) for controlling the flow speed and/or flow 
direction of the flowing links (103) (col. 8, lines 44-53). 





Application/Control Number: 09/868,375 
Art Unit: 2174 



Page 4 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 



Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621) in view of Straub et al ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,141). 

Per claim 3, Nawaz teaches a device as defined in claim 2, but does not teach the flow 
control means (203) comprising user operable point-and-select means (204) for selecting a 
location within the flow zone, the flow control means being arranged to stop the flow in response 
to the user statically selecting a location within the flow zone. However, Straub teaches the flow 
control means (203) comprising user operable point-and-select means (204) for selecting a 
location within the flow zone, the flow control means being arranged to stop the flow in response 
to the user statically selecting a location within the flow zone (col. 9, lines 24-32). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include 
the flow control means as taught by Straub in the invention of Nawaz because it provides users 
different navigation control options to scan through the information in the viewer. 

Claims 4-5, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz 
et al. ("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621) in view of Straub et al ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 
6,216,141) and further in view of Yamada et al. ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432). 

Per claims 4 and 5, Nawaz and Straub a device as defined in claim 3, but do not teach the 
flow control means (203) being arranged to increase the flow speed in response to the user 
selecting a location and dragging said location in the flow direction and to reverse the flow 
direction in response to the user selecting a location and dragging said location against the flow 
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direction. However, Yamada teaches the flow control means (203) being arranged to increase the 
flow speed in response to the user selecting a location and dragging said location in the flow 
direction and to reverse the flow direction in response to the user selecting a location and 
dragging said location against the flow direction (figs. 6 and 7; col. 18, lines 20-47). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include the flow control means as taught by Yamada in the invention of Nawaz and Straub 
because it provides users different navigation control options to control the direction and speed 
of the scrolling information. 

Per claim 6, Nawaz teaches a device as defined in claim 5, the flow zone means (201) 
being arranged to alternately display links (103) and flow control areas (104), the selection of a 
location for controlling the flow being restricted to said flow control areas (fig. 3; col. 12, lines 
36-40 and lines 45-65). 

Claims 7-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621) in view of Straub et al ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,141), 
in view of Yamada et al. ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432) and further in view of Bauersfeld 
(U.S.Pat. No. 5,917,491). 

Per claim 7, Nawaz, Straub and Yamada teach device as defined in claim 6, the device 
being further arranged to display a selected information unit in a presentation zone (106), the 
information selection means (202) being arranged to select the information unit in response to 
the user selecting a link of the flow zone (102) (Nawaz; col. 9, lines 30-36), but do not teach 
dragging the link to the presentation zone. However, Bauersfeld teaches dragging the link to the 
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presentation zone (col. 2, lines 29-43). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the drag and drop means as taught by 
Bauersfeld in the invention of the modified Nawaz in order to provide users convenient and 
immediate access to the link using the drag and drop. 

Per claim 8, Nawaz teaches a device as defined in the claim 7, the device further 
comprising filtering means (206) comprising user selectable filters (105) for controlling the flow 
zone (102) to display only links to information units which meet a requirement imposed by a 
selected filter (col 9, lines 37-42). 

Per claim 9, Nawaz teaches a device as defined in claim 8, the filtering means (206) 
being arranged to adapt the selected filter so as to display links to information units similar to the 
selected information unit (col. 9, lines 37-42; col. 12, lines 45-65). 

Per claim 10, Nawaz teaches a device as defined in the claim 9, the device further 
comprising user-link means (207) for maintaining a plurality of preferred user- links and 
displaying said user-links in a further zone (110) (col. 12, lines 45-65). 

Per claim 1 1, Nawaz teaches a device as defined in claim 10, the device further 
comprising means (208, 113) for communicating with a user supplied data carrier for storing 
and/or retrieving said user-links (col. 12, lines 45-65; col. 13, lines 39-45). 

Claims 12, 14, 16, and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nawaz et al. ("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621) in view of Straub et al ("Straub", U.S. Pat. 
No. 6,216,141), in view of Yamada et al. ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), in view of 



Application/Control Number: 09/868,375 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2174 

Bauersfeld (U.S. Pat. No. 5,917,491) and further in view of Aggarwal et al ("Aggarwal", U.S. 
Pat. No. 6,714,975). 



Per claim 12, the modified Nawaz teaches a device as defined in claim 10, wherein the 
frequency of display of an information unit in the flow zone is determined (col. 8, lines 34-47; 
col. 8, lines 62-67), but does not teach display of an information unit in the flow zone is 
determined by its age and/or popularity. Aggarwal teaches display of an information unit in the 
flow zone is determined by its age and/or popularity (col. 6, lines 20-30). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the 
delivering of targeted information as taught by Aggarwal in the invention of the modified Nawaz 
in order to deliver relevant information to web users based on demographic data. 

Per claim 14, Nawaz teaches a device as defined in claim 12, the flow control means 
(203) being arranged to control the flow of at least a subset of the flowing links in accordance 
with a relocation of the device, said subset of the flowing links being anchored to a specific 
location (col. 12, lines 45-65; col. 13, lines 9-17 and lines 39-45). 

Per claim 16, Nawaz teaches a system for user selectably presenting information, 
comprising devices as defined in claim 14, an a data carrier for transporting user- links between 
said devices (col. 13, lines 39-45; col. 14, lines 30-35). 

Per claim 17, Nawaz teches a computer program product enabling a general purpose 
computer, when executing said computer program product, to function as a device as defined in 
the claim 14 (col. 5, lines 67). 
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Per claim 18, Nawaz teaches a data carrier for use in a system as defined in claim 16 (col. 
13, lines 39-45). 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621) in view of Straub et al ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,141), 
in view of Yamada et al. ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), in view of Bauersfeld (U.S. Pat. 
No. 5,917,491), in view of Aggarwal et al ("Aggarwal", U.S. Pat. No. 6,714,975) and further in 
view of Lochridge (U.S. Pat. No. 6,305,766). 

Per claim 13, the modified Nawaz teaches a device as defined in claim 12, but does not 
teach a table comprising the device. However, Lochridge teaches a table comprising the device 
(col. 3, lines 12-30; col. 6, lines 31-38). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the mounting of a computer to a table as 
taught by Lochridge in the invention of the modified Nawaz in order to adopt new computer 
table designs and thereby improve the health and productivity of those using the computer. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621) in view of Straub et al ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,141), 
in view of Yamada et al. ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), in view of Bauersfeld (U.S. Pat. 
No. 5,917,491), in view of Aggarwal et al ("Aggarwal", U.S. Pat. No. 6,714,975) and further in 
view of Kanevsky (U.S. Pat. No. 6,300,947). 

Per claim, 15, the modified Nawaz teaches a device as defined in claim 14, but does not 
teach said device being a portable device. However, Kanevsky teaches a device being a portable 
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device (col. 5, lines 5-15). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to include the portable device as taught by Kanevsky in the 
invention of the modified Nawaz in order to provide users the ability of access information from 
anywhere the users want. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Selker (U.S. Pat. No. 6,182,098) discloses a method for displaying a group of headlines 
from a headline stream across the bottom of a computer graphical user interface. 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thanh T. Vu whose telephone number is (703)-308-91 19. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur and every other Fri 8:30 AM - 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



T . Vu 
05/25/04 
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